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SiiMri 1T T r*“? °: ,he sro “ ,h of Am ' ri “" 

miiaansm was of particular interest to me because f 

Have been shocked to discover the increasing 
in Aprii e ag0n S,nCe my return t0 the United States 

nation TnW 15 .’ haS never been a militaristic 

after the C °' C • 3r We wa,ted nearly three years 
af er the German invasion of France and Belgium be- 

fore throjvung our weight into the scales. And the i 

“til' War ? S A Vei ’ WC began beat a hasty | 
World W TT° Ur t,a , dltlonaI national aloofness. In 
2; n ; 11 t00k a massive Japanese attack on ! 

ouTsSVn 0 A). n T Ce 3 m3j ° rity ° f Americans of ' 
stake in an Allied victory. And once the victory 

had been won, our Government, under irresistible 

KXinr pr °r“ to t “ i •*«££» 

plowshares, lathes and typewriters in record time 

On January 22, 1946, on Capitol Hill General 

"■ Chi ' f S “ S ’ »“ «™b»hed" , 
mil tant representatives of the “Bring Daddy Home 

tint / ‘his atmosphere, it is not surprising 

tha congressional leaders of both parties souUt to 

ditlnn r Ch ° the - f ° r PUbbc a PP lause in the drive to 
sband our armies and place most of our Navy and 
Air f orce in mothballs. 7 fl 

In the 1950’s, the political pressures were mad 

no a. 7T l By tHe early 1960 ’ s - almost any^ o: 

posal for the expansion of our military forces was 
tj'i° US ' considered and in most instances approved 
How can this be explained? PP eC1, 

As the war drew toward a close in 1945 our 
opes oi a stable, peaceful postwar world were hi°h 
Bu then, even before the fighting stopped, the Soviet 
Government under Stalin, began its surge into East 

lished a ,^I In r ’ 7™ 7 ^ S ° viets had ^ 

nshec an I, on Curtain” in Europe. Many observers 

sau tins as the first step toward Lenin’s dream of a 

Communist-dominated world. By the early 1950’s 

ts,:*;!, “ , ™ proba&y 

Sen. Joe McCarthy and others exploited our 



c>omng sense ol national insecurity by aiming wild 
charges at almost everyone who dealt with military 
ma ters or foreign affairs. Anyone who dared to stm- 
gest that the Communist world might not be as “mono- 

of bein“ U f aW r d t0 b<! W3S ° Pen f ° the accusa tion 
ot being soft on Communism.” 

In May, 1961, when I suggested in a State De- 
paitment conference that the most realistic solution 
.. me Southeast Asia crisis might be the neutraliza- 
tion of the entire area, including Vietnam, I was 
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J seiiously charged by a colleague with “unknowingly 
) presenting the Communist line ” 0 7 1 

Leaders of both political parties, reflecting this 

position t T ’ 7 ^ S °° n C3lling f ° r Vig ° r0US °P- 1 
position to any Communist or Communist-tainted 

munisTr 1 th3t threataned the se curity of a non-Com- ! 
mumst government wherever it might be. 

hv t hT- tab nl’ 7 De P ar ‘ment of Defense, supported 
by the Joint Chiefs of Staff, who were responsible for 
our national security, began to press for forces and 

SEES?** 10 catry °"' ,his *"■ 

In the mid-1950s, the expansion of our military 

udgets was momentarily slowed by John Foster ! 
Dulles proposal that we meet Communist aggression 

Tr, 0 ", r h r k 

‘ and P Iace °I our own choosing.” 

Supporters of this new policy argued that it 
' ould provide a “bigger bang for a buck,” but cooler 

unlikely" m eSteC th3t the American people would be 
USSR ^ PPOr . 1 a nuclear bomb attack on the 
77 ° 1 ' Chlna ln response to a Communist-man- 

a 0 ed insurrection in Greece or Vietnam. Consequent- 

be’ to crea^^d * m ° re P rudent cou rse would 

effective n^on*" I™"’ 3nd Air F ° rce ca P abla of 
enectne non-nuclear action on every continent. 

T hroughout this difficult period, our intelli- 
gence services played a responsible role in 
analyzing the military capacity of our poten- 
, et, e mie s. However, some hawkish mem- 
... . 1S 0 . the mtelligence community allowed 
he r imaginations to run riot. Even the most fW 

di io'ns 6 l Hat f he S ° VietS C ° uId ’ Under °P timum eon- 
’ P roduce a certain new nuclear weapon 



numbers. Thus, possibilities^ 6 nC " Weapon in ,a rge 
Probabilities became facts Probabilities and 

Mrpot!e‘mlT4r!“«f| iS j”°l s "' pri riiiglh.t many 
P'»«>«U. ,o joKetS cl “ b ‘ mo ™ 

"T “ »«*«* partners ratlie^Ihan'iof) 1 “ l ° b ' ish - 

as creeping Socialism ” 1t han to denolJ nce it 
sors had done. ’ * S ° ^ of predeces- 

ation from a sinhkir plrsD^P 58 t0 See the situ ‘ 
Government is goinn- to build j^r Unitec) State s 
ment anyway, wf ( e “Zf defense «aWish. 
components be located in th^’ Sh ° U,dn,t im Portant 
And so the pressures a „d the ° r distric ts? 1 

Responsible ZZiofCon^ 
achieve a better balance Here Sresb . who sou ght to 

tage. Because modern m 1 Z h T° US disadva "- 

complex, only « smaI1 num2, o{ s^f 
gressmen were capable nf • natois and con- 
fui way With the ?.! 'T S ' nSitin a leaning- 
the armed X le P«senta fives of 

hard pressed for suppom n no S °V ePleSentatiVeS were 
to assert that the relevant ° eVld ® nce > they were able 

if the actual facts were 1„! Was classified , and 
ere known, our national security 



would be gravely jeopardized. 

Asia it feSPeCt t0 ° Ur mad adventure in Southeast 
that made" Un°o Ur -br r f Sr0Wn miHtary establishment 

tnat made lt possjb , e for ug tQ become 

he) ond our original intentions. If this debacle helns 
M O nn*,s„„ d the limits mjl ™” it h f 

.11 ns. hove served some purpose. Bu7„ta 0 we 

V *» '“do 'o bring 0 «r milil.ry budget "to „ 

M ,1 .. our domestic need,? 

■ M 10ns of Americans are becoming aware that 

? z:z? °“ r ““«> 

to “tabfl e, ; "V'T 7 P " rpOS “’ “ effort 

ssseass 

krvVcoioorT 10 '! "*" y Al ”«ric«ns fee! when 

arena U. ?- To. ' ,pe,>,i "S the political 
ne industrial-military comnlpv fine,* 

=ern«d President Eisenhos.e, c a lb”o mjnd th“ S' 

politically powerful monopolies of the early twentieth 
dore U Rol“e“ r ' Chall ” npe<i bp P "*ident Theo- 

and MBideTco’™'’ ob “™>*n. b »< b inside 

**. c a :;z”, 3? t “n 
Sts; ■» e °, - « ‘ s «„ s a°r 

growing eondieLs-r'E 

c 7 l™r briy"„ n r,et' is 5 

nationalism that threatens the Soviet and Chin 
positions much more directly than i, does our own' 
context, it may be persuasively argued that 
Manttsm, Leninism and Maoism are /» lo^*,' 
vant to our present-day world. 

The shoddy spectacle of high-pressure salesmen 
niespons^ly pecldhng U.S.-produced military equip- 

Arne i a 7 ' ££*1* baknced »«« as Latfn 
. 1Ca : the Middle East and South Asia is also 

outThat 7 re 7i PUbbC C ° nCern - Econ omists po nt 
out that if we had invested even two percent of our 

annual military expenditures in South Vietnam in 

the economic development of democratic India this 

now be 0 ^’'^ ltS ° ne ‘ seventh of mankind, would 
non be close to economic self-sufficiency Another 
factor for moderation in our military spending 

of Li:::; s; 

balancer °" e ^ WOrd: while th e lack of 
“ “J r" ° Ur miHtar >' budgets and other ur- 
* nt needs of our society should be corrected no re 
sponsible observer in this admittedly insecure world 

redmha ln our c * p,dt > 10 d - 

defen?e U and k “ VT* b °‘ h 3n adet f uate national 

zens will eo i Umfied " ad ° n that a11 American citi- 
zcns will consider worth defending 

O* 



